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restricting the freedom of the Government to decide what
attitude they should now take, or restrict the freedom of
the House of Commons to decide what their attitude should
be." He then spoke of the transfer of the French fleet to
the Mediterranean to take the place of the British fleet
transferred to home waters, and of the assurance given to
M. Cambon the day before.
Finally he came to the question of Belgian neutrality.
He referred very effectively to Germany's refusal to give an
unequivocal promise to respect it, to the German ultimatum
to Belgium and its rejection, and to the appeal of King
Albert for "diplomatic intervention." If Belgium lost her
independence, then Holland and Denmark would lose
theirs; and if France were beaten to her knees and lost
her position as a Great Power, England would be faced by
the "unmeasured aggrandizement" of Germany. Forestall-
ing the argument that England might stand aside, husband
her strength, and intervene at the end to protect her
interests, he added:
If, in a crisis like this, we run away from those obliga-
tions of honour and interest as regards the Belgian Treaty,
I doubt whether, whatever material force we might have
at the end, it would be of very much value in face of the
respect that we should have lost. , . , I do not believe, for
a moment, that at the end of this war, even if we stood aside
and remained aside, we should be in a position, a material
position, to use our force decisively to undo what had hap-
pened in the course of the war, to prevent the whole of the
West of Europe opposite to us—if that had been the result
of the war—falling under the domination of a single Power,
and I am quite sure that our moral position would be such
as to have lost us all respect. I can only say that I have
put the question of Belgium somewhat hypothetically, be-
cause I am not yet sure of all the facts, but, if the facts
turn out to be as they have reached us at present, it is quite
clear that there is an obligation on this country to do its

